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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of this application, as amended, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-7 are pending in this application. The Office Action rejected Claims 1-7 as 
follows: Claims 1-3 and 6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kikinis (U.S. 6,243,596) in view of Tsukamoto et al. (U.S. 5,005,013) and further in view of 
Lagoni et al. (U.S. 6,141,058); Claims 4, 5 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kikinis in view of Tsukamoto et al. and further in view of Lagoni et al. 
and further in view of Hofinann et al. (U.S. 4,427,847); and Claims 1-7 were further rejected as 
being unpatentable xmder the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting 
over Claims 1, 6, 8-9 and 1 1 of Yang (U.S. 6,529,742). 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 have been amended. It is respectfully submitted that the 
amended claims do not present new subject matter. 

Claim 1 is the only pending independent claim in this application. Claim 1 has been 
amended to include subject matter firom Claim 4, as well as fi"om intermediate Claim 2. The 
Office Action had rejected Claim 4 as unpatentable over Kikinis, Tsukamoto et al., Lagoni et al. 
and Hofinann et al. 

The Office Action stated that Lagoni et al. fails to disclose "interrupting a power supply 
voltage supplied to the TV module and switching from TV mode to the phone mode" (Office 
Action, page 8). Kikinis and Tsukamoto et al. also fail to disclose such recitation. The Office 
Action cited Hofinann et al. as allegedly curing this defect. 
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Hofinann et al. fails to teach interrupting a power supply voltage supplied to the TV 

module. Rather, Hofinann et al. merely interrupts the audio signal provided to the television 

speakers when switching from its TV to TP mode. The video signal to the television picture 

display is not interrupted (see items 36 and 38 of FIG. 1, and Col. 7, line 59 to Col. 8, line 5). 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that none of the cited references, either alone or 

in combination, disclose or suggest at least the recitation of interrupting a power supply voltage 

supplied to the TV module and switching from the TV mode to the phone mode according to a 

preset incoming call alarm mode when receiving an incoming signal from the MRFU, as in 

amended Claim 1. 

Without conceding the patentability per se of the dependent claims. Claims 2-7 are 
believed to the patentable at least due to their dependency from Claim 1. 

In regard to the rejection under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type (i.e. 
non-statutory) double patenting, the Examiner cited the Yang patent, which is commonly 
owned by Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., which is the Assignee of the entire interest in this 
pending appUcation. Enclosed with this Amendment is a Terminal Disclaimer. It is respectfiiUy 
submitted that the Terminal Disclaimer overcomes the double patenting rejection, and that 
"filing of a terminal disclaimer to obviate a rejection based on nonstatutory double patenting is 
not an admission of the propriety of the rejection." MPEP §804.02.11 (page 800-32). 

Finally, enclosed with the Office Action was a Notice Of Draftsperson's Patent 
Drawing Review (PTO Form 948), which objected to the character of the hnes, numbers and 
letters of the as-filed Figures. 1 and 2. Replacement Drawing Sheets for Figures 1 and 2 are 
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provided under the enclosed Submission of Replacement Drawing Sheets, It is believed that the 
Replacement Drawing Sheets overcome the Draftperson's objection. 

In view of the foregoing, allowance of the pending claims, i.e. Claims 1-7, is earnestly 
solicited. Should the Examiner believe that a telephone conference or personal interview would 
facilitate resolution of any remaining matters, the Examiner is requested to contact Applicant's 
attorney at the number given below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




DILWORTH & BARRESE, LLP 

333 Earle Ovington Boulevard 
Uniondale, New York 11553 
TEL: (516)228-8484 



PauM. Farrell 
Reg. No. 33,494 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
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